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Asymptotic Normality of Quadratic Estimators
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Abstract

We prove conditional asymptotic normality of a class of quadratic U-statistics
that are dominated by their degenerate second order part and have kernels
that change with the number of observations. These statistics arise in the
construction of estimators in high-dimensional semi- and non-parametric
models, and in the construction of nonparametric confidence sets. This is
illustrated by estimation of the integral of a square of a density or regression
function, and estimation of the mean response with missing data. We show
that estimators are asymptotically normal even in the case that the rate is
slower than the square root of the observations.
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1. Introduction

Let (X1,Y1),...,(Xn,Ys) be iid. random vectors, taking values in sets
X x R, for an arbitrary measurable space (X,.A) and R equipped with the
Borel sets. For given symmetric, measurable functions K,: X x X — R
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consider the U-statistics

Un=—— 35 Ku(X,, XYY, (1)

=
’TL(’)’L o 1) 1<r#s<n

Would the kernel (x1,y1,x2,y2) — Kp(z1,z2)y1y2 of the U-statistic be in-
dependent of n and have a finite second moment, then either the sequence
v/n(Up—EU,) would be asymptotically normal or the sequence n(U, —EU,)
would converge in distribution to Gaussian chaos. The two cases can be de-
scribed in terms of the Hoeffding decomposition U,, = EU,, + UY(LI) + Uy(?) of
U,, where UT(LI) is the best approximation of U, — EU,, by a sum of the type
Sor  h(X,,Y;) and U is the remainder, a degenerate U-statistic (compare
in Section . For a fixed kernel K, the linear term Uél) dominates as
soon as it is nonzero, in which case asymptotic normality pertains; in the
other case Uél)
bution.

If the kernel depends on n, then the separation between the linear and
quadratic cases blurs. In this paper we are interested in this situation and
specifically in kernels K, that concentrate as n — oo more and more near
the diagonal of X x X. In our situation the variance of the U-statistics is

= 0 and the U-statistic possesses a nonnormal limit distri-

dominated by the quadratic term UT(?). However, we show that the sequence
(Un, — EU,)/o(Uy,) is typically still asymptotically normal. The intuitive
explanation is that the U-statistics behave asymptotically as “sums across
the diagonal r = s” and thus behave as sums of independent variables. Our
formal proof is based on establishing conditional asymptotic normality given
a binning of the variables X, in a partition of the set X.

Statistics of the type arise in many problems of estimating a func-
tional on a semiparametric model, with K, the kernel of a projection op-
erator (see [1]). As illustrations we consider in this paper the problems of
estimating [ ¢*(z)dz or [ f2(z) dG(z), where g is a density and f a regres-
sion function, and of estimating the mean treatment effect in missing data
models. Rate-optimal estimators in the first of these three problems were
considered by [2, 3] [4, 5, 6], among others. In Sectionwe prove asymptotic
normality of the estimators in [4] [5], also in the case that the rate of conver-
gence is slower than y/n, usually considered to be the “nonnormal domain”.
For the second and third problems estimators of the form were derived
in [, [7, 8, @] using the theory of second-order estimating equations. Again
we show that these are asymptotically normal, also in the case that the rate
is slower than /n.



Statistics of the type (1)) also arise in the construction of adaptive con-
fidence sets, as in [10], where the asymptotic normality can be used to set
precise confidence limits.

Previous work on U-statistics with kernels that depend on n includes
[111 12l 13, 14} 15]. These authors prove unconditional asymptotic normal-
ity using the martingale central limit theorem, under somewhat different
conditions. Our proof uses a Lyapounov central limit theorem (with mo-
ment 2 + ¢) combined with a conditioning argument, and an inequality for
moments of U-statistics due to E. Giné. Our conditions relate directly to the
contraction of the kernel, and can be verified for a variety of kernels. The
conditional form of our limit result should be useful to separate different
roles for the observations, such as for constructing preliminary estimators
and for constructing estimators of functionals. Another line of research (as
in as in [16]) is concerned with U-statistics that are well approximated by
their projection on the initial part of the eigenfunction expansion. This
has no relation to the present work, as here the kernels explode and the
U-statistic is asymptotically determined by the (eigen) directions “added”
to the kernel as the number of observations increases. By making special
choices of kernel and variables Y;, the statistics can reduce to certain
chisquare statistics, studied in [17, [1§].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we state the main result
of the paper, the asymptotic normality of U-statistics of the type under
general conditions on the kernels K. Statistical applications are given in
Section Bl In Section [ the conditions of the main theorem shown to be sat-
isfied by a variety of popular kernels, including wavelet, spline, convolution,
and Fourier kernels. The proof of the main result is given in Section [5| while
proofs for Section [4 are given in an appendix.

The notation ¢ < b means a < Cb for a constant C' that is fixed in
the context. The notations a, ~ b, and a, < b, mean that a,/b, — 1
and a,/b, — 0, as n — oo. The space Lo(G) is the set of measurable
functions f: X — R that are square-integrable relative to the measure G
and || f||¢ is the corresponding norm. The product f X g of two functions is
to be understood as the function (z1, z2) — f(x1)g(z2), whereas the product
F x G of two measures is the product measure.

2. Main result

In this section we state the main result of the paper, the asymptotic
normality of the U-statistics (1), under general conditions on the kernels



K,, and distributions of the vectors (X,,Y;). For ¢ > 0 let

w(z) =EMW| X1 = 2),
pg(z) = E(IV1? X1 = x)

be versions of the conditional (absolute) moments of Y; given X;. For
simplicity we assume that p; and and ps are uniformly bounded. The
marginal distribution of X; is denoted by G.

The kernels are assumed to be measurable maps K,,: X x X — R that
are symmetric in their two arguments and satisfy [[ K2d(G x G) < oo for
every n. Thus the corresponding kernel operators (with abuse of notation
denoted by the same symbol)

<mﬂm:/ﬂwmmwmmw, 2)

are continuous, linear operators K,,: Lo(G) — La(G). We assume that their
operator norms || K| = sup{||K,fllg: ||fll¢ = 1} are uniformly bounded:

sup || K, || < cc. (3)
n

By the Banach-Steinhaus theorem this is certainly the case if K,f — f
in Ly(G) as n — oo for every f € Lo(G). The operator norms || K, | are
typically much smaller than the Lo (G x G)-norms of the kernels. The squares
of the latter are typically of the same order of magnitude as the square
Lo (G x G)-norms weighted by pa X ug, which we denote by

mz/.@@monmm@wﬂmemw. (4)

We consider the situation that these square weighted norms are strictly

larger than n:

K,
s 50, 5

Under condition the variance of the U-statistic is dominated by the
variance of the quadratic part of its Hoeffding decomposition. In contrast,
if k, = n, the linear and quadratic parts contribute variances of equal order.
This case can be handled by the methods of this paper, but requires a
special discussion, which we omit. The remaining case k,, < n leads to
asymptotically linear U-statistics, and is well understood.



Figure 1: The diagonal of X x X covered by the set U, (Xn,m X Xnm).

The remaining conditions concern the concentration of the kernels K,
to the diagonal of X x X. We assume that there exists a sequence of finite
partitions X' = U, &}, , in measurable sets such that

;;/mmfﬁ (12  12) d(G % G) = 1, (6)
;lmgx/nmxani (12 % 12) d(G x G) 0, (")
| | max G(X,m) — 0, (8)

linrr_ligfn n717iln G(Xn,m) > 0. 9)

The sum in the first condition @ is the integral of the square kernel (weighted
by the function pg x p2) over the set Up, (X, m X Xy ) (shown in Figure [1)).
The condition requires this to be asymptotically equivalent to the integral
k, of this same function over the whole product space X x X. The other
conditions implicitly require that the partitioning sets are not too different
and not too numerous.

A final condition requires implicitly that the partitioning is fine enough.
For some ¢ > 2, the partitions should satisfy

1 G(Xpm)\9/2-1
7 mn%x( n ) Z/X /X K |%(p1g X 1) d(G x G)— 0. (10)

This condition will typically force the number of partitioning sets to infinity
at a rate depending on n and k, (see Section . In the proof it serves as a
Lyapounov condition to enforce normality.



The existence of partitions satisfying the preceding conditions depends
mostly on the kernels K, and is established for various kernels in Section [4
The following theorem is the main result of the paper. Its proof is deferred
to Section [l

Let I,, be the vector with as coordinates I, 1,..., I, the indices of
the partitioning sets containing X1,...,X,, ie. I,, = m if X, € &), .
Recall that the bounded Lipschitz distance generates the weak topology on
probability measures.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that the function us is uniformly bounded. If (@
and (@ hold and there exist finite partitions X = Uy, X,y such that (@—
(@ hold, then the bounded Lipschitz distance between the conditional law
of (U, — EU,)/o(Uy,) given I, and the standard normal distribution tends
to zero in probability. Furthermore var U, ~ 2k, /n? for k, given in .

The conditional convergence in distribution implies the unconditional
convergence. It expresses that the randomness in U, is asymptotically de-
termined by the fine positions of the X; within the partitioning sets, the
numbers of observations falling in the sets being fixed by I,.

In most of our examples the kernels are pointwise bounded above by
a multiple of k,, and arises, because the area where K, is significantly
different from zero is of the order k, 1. Condition can then be simplified

to
kn
maxG(Xnﬁm)Z — 0. (11)

m

Lemma 2.1. Assume that the functions ps and pg are bounded away from
zero and infinity, respectively. If || Ky|loo S kn, then (@) is implied by .

Proof. The sum in is bounded up to a constant by [ [ |K,|?d(G x G),
which is bounded above by a constant times k% 2 [ [ K2d(G x G) < k&7,
by the definition of k,,. =

3. Statistical applications

In this section we give examples of statistical problems in which statistics
of the type arise as estimators.

3.1. Estimating the integral of the square of a density

Let X1,...,X, beii.d. random variables with a density g relative to a
given measure v on a measurable space (X, A). The problem of estimating
the functional [ g2 dv has been addressed by many authors, including [2], [6]



and [I9]. The estimators proposed by [4, [5], which are particularly elegant,

are based on an expansion of g on an orthonormal basis e, es,... of the
space Lo(X, A, v), so that [g¢*>dv = > 2, 912, for 0; = [ ge; dv the Fourier

coefficients of g. Because Ee;(X1)e;(X2) = 62, the square Fourier coefficient
6? can be estimated unbiasedly by the U-statistic with kernel (x1,z2)
ei(x1)e;(x2). Hence the truncated sum of squares 252192-2 can be estimated
unbiasedly by

Mw

nnfl ZZGZ

i=1 r#S

This statistic is of the type with kernel K,,(z1,z2) = Eleei(:vl)ei(xg)
and the variables Y7,...,Y,, taken equal to unity.

The estimator U, is unbiased for the truncated series 25210?, but bi-
ased for the functional of interest [g*dv = S22, 93 The variance of the
estimator can be computed to be of the order k/n?V 1/n (cf. . below).
If the Fourier coefficients are known to satisfy > 5%, 62i%% < 1, then the blas
can be bounded by >, 41 01-2 < k=2P, and trading square bias versus the
variance leads to the choice k = n!/(26+1/2),

In the case that 5 > 1/4, the mean square error of the estimator is
1/n and the sequence /n(U, f g°dv) can be shown to be asymptotl—
cally linear in the efficient 1nﬁuence functlon 2(g — [ g*dv) (see (28) with
p(x) = E(Y1]| X1 = 2) =1 and [4], [5]). More interesting from our present
perspective is the case that 0 < 8 < 1/4, when the mean square error is
of order n=48/(26+1/2) 1/n, and the variance of U, is dominated by its
second-order term. By Theorem the estimator, centered at its expec-
tation, and with the orthonormal basis (e;) one of the bases discussed in

Section 4], is still asymptotically normally distributed.

3.2. Estimating the integral of the square of a regression function

Let (X1,Y1),...,(Xn,Yn) be i.i.d. random vectors following the regres-
sion model Y; = b(X;) +¢; for unobservable errors €; that satisfy E(g;| X;) =
0. It is desired to estimate [b?dG for G the marginal distribution of
X, Xy

If the distribution G is known, then an appropriate estimator can take
exactly the form , for K, the kernel of an orthonormal projection on a
suitable k,-dimensional space in Lo(G). Its asymptotics are as in Section .

Because an orthogonal projection in La(G) can only be constructed if G
is known, the preceding estimator is not available if G is unknown. If the



regression function b is regular of order 5 > 1/4, then the parameter can be
estimated at \/n-rate (see [I]). In this section we consider an estimator that
is appropriate if b is regular of order 8 < 1/4 and the design distribution G
permits a Lebesgue density g that is bounded away from zero and sufficiently
smooth.

Given initial estimators b, and Jn, for the regression function b and design
density g, we consider the estimator

T, — %Z(én(Xr)Q +20,(X,) (%, = B(X,) )
r=1
1<r#s<n

(12)

Here (z1,x2) — K}, g(x1,22) is a projection kernel in the space Ly(G). For
definiteness we construct this in the form , where the basis eq,...,ex
may be the Haar basis, or a general wavelet basis, as discussed in Section [4
Alternatively, we could use projections on the Fourier or spline basis, or
convolution kernels, but the latter two require twicing (see (L6])) to control
bias, and the arguments given below must be adapted.

The initial estimators b, and gn may be fairly arbitrary rate-optimal
estimators if constructed from an independent sample of observations. (e.g.
after splitting the original sample in parts used to construct the initial esti-
mators and the estimator ) We assume this in the following theorem,
and also assume that the norm of IA)n in C# [0,1] is bounded in probability,
or alternatively, if the projection is on the Haar basis, that this estimator is
in the linear span of ey, ..., e, . This is typically not a loss of generality.

Let E and var denote expectation and variance given the additional ob-
servations. Set p4(z) = E(|e1]|9] X1 = x) and let || - ||3 denote the Ls-norm
relative to Lebesgue measure.

Corollary 3.1. Let b, and Ggn be estimators based on independent observa-
tions that converge to b and g in probability relative to the uniform norm
and satisfy [lbn — blls = Op(n="/C5+D) and g, — glls = Op(n~/V+D),
Let pq be finite and uniformly bounded for some q > 2. Then for b & Ch0,1]
and strictly positive g € C7[0,1], with v > B, and for ky, satisfying (3),

1\26 11, 26/(28+1) /(27 +1)
) roe(s) ’
3

. 2 n
vary ¢ T), = n2//(,u2 X ,uQ)K,%mg d(G x G)(1+op(1)) = OP(E

BTy — /deG‘ = op(

n

).



Furthermore, the sequence (T, — Eb,ng)/sA(ibg(Tn) tends in distribution to
the standard normal distribution.

For k, = n'/(26+1/2) the estimator Tj, of [b%dG attains a rate of con-
vergence of the order n=28/(28+1/2) 4 5y =28/Q2B+1)=7/(2v+1) If v > B/(4% +
B+ 1/2), then this reduces to n~*/(1+48) which is known to be the mini-
max rate when ¢ is known and b ranges over a ball in C?[0,1], for 3 < 1/4
(see [3] or [20]). For smaller values of 7 the estimator can be improved by
considering third or higher order U-statistics (see [9]).

3.3. Estimating the mean response with missing data

Suppose that a typical observation is distributed as X = (YA, A, Z)
for Y and A taking values in the two-point set {0,1} and conditionally
independent given Z, with conditional mean functions b(z) =P(Y =1|Z =
z) and a(z)"! = P(A = 1| Z = z), and Z possessing density g relative to
some dominated measure v.

In [7] we introduced a quadratic estimator for the mean response EY =
[ bgdv, which attains a better rate of convergence than the conventional
linear estimators. For initial estimators a.,, En and gp, and K4, 4, @ pro-
jection kernel in Ls(g/a), this takes the form

n

% Z(Aran(zr)(n — bu(Zy)) + b Zr)
r=1
e Do (A = Ba(Z0) K2 Z0) (A (Z0) ~ 1) ).
1<r#s<n

Apart from the (inessential) asymmetry of the kernel, the quadratic part has
the form . Just as in the preceding section, the estimator can be shown
to be asymptotically normal with the help of Theorem [2.1]

4. Kernels

In this section we discuss examples of kernels that satisfy the conditions
of our main result. Detailed proofs are given in an appendix.

Most of the examples are kernels of projections K, which are charac-
terised by the identity K f = f, for every f in their range space. For a projec-
tion given by a kernel, the latter is equivalent to f(z) = [ f(v)K(z,v) dG(v)
for (almost) every z, which suggests that the measure v — K(z,v)dG(v)
acts on f as a Dirac kernel located at x. Intuitively, if the projection spaces
increase to the full space, so that the identity is true for more and more f,



then the kernels (z,v) — K(z,v) must be increasingly dominated by their
values near the diagonal, thus meeting the main condition of Theorem

For a given orthonormal basis ej,eg, ... of Lao(G), the orthogonal pro-
jection onto lin (e, ..., ex) is the kernel operator Kj: La(G) — Lo(G) with
kernel

M?r

k(z1,22) ei(x1)ei(x2). (13)
=1

It can be checked that it has operator norm 1, while the square Lo-norm
[ [ K}d(G x G) = k of the kernel is k.

A given orthonormal basis eq, es, . .. relative to a given dominating mea-

sure, can be turned into an orthonormal basis e1/./g, e2/1/g, ... of La(G),

for g a density of G. The kernel of the orthogonal projection in Ly(G) onto

lin (e1/4/g,-..,ex/\/9) is

S ei(@n)es(x2) (14)

N AN

If g is bounded away from zero and infinity, the conditions of Theorem
will hold for this kernel as soon as they hold for the kernel relative to
the dominating measure.

The orthogonal projection in Lo(G) onto the linear span lin (fi,..., fi)
of an arbitrary set of functions f; possesses the kernel

) = 3 A ) o). (15)

i=1j=1

for A the inverse of the (k x k)-matrix with (i, j)-element (f;, fj)q. In
statistical applications this projection has the advantage that it projects
onto a space that does not depend on the (unknown) measure G. For the
verification of the conditions of Theorem 2.1] it is useful to note that the
matrix A is well-behaved if f1,..., fr are orthonormal relative to a measure
Gy that is not too different from G: from the identity aT(<fi,fj>G)a =
i (Zle%‘ fi)2dG, one can verify that the eigenvalues of A are bounded
away from zero and infinity if G and Gy are absolutely continuous with a
density that is bounded away from zero and infinity.

Orthogonal projections K have the important property of making the
inner product (I —K)f, f)a¢ = ||(I = K) f||% quadratic in the approximation
error. Nonorthogonal projections, such as the convolution kernels or spline
kernels discussed below, lack this property, and may result in a large bias

10



of an estimator. Twicing kernels, discussed in [2I] as a means to control
the bias of plug-in estimators, remedy this problem. The idea is to use the
operator K + K* — KK*, where K* is the adjoint of K: Ly(G) — L2(G),
instead of the original operator K. Because I — K — K* + KK* = (I —
K)(I — K*), it follows that

(I =K = K"+ KK, f)o, =((I = K)f,(I = K)f) =[|(T = K) | ¢.

If K is an orthogonal projection, then K = K* and the twicing kernel is
K+ K* — KK* = K, and nothing changes, but in general using a twicing
kernel can cut a bias significantly.

If K is a kernel operator with kernel (z1,z9) — K(x1,x2), then the
adjoint operator is a kernel operator with kernel (z1,z2) — K(z2,21), and
the twicing operator K + K* — K K* is a kernel operator with kernel (which
depends on G)

(x1,22) — K(x1,22) + K(29,21) — /K(:Jcl,z)K(xg,z) dG(z). (16)

4.1. Wawvelets

Consider expansions of functions f € La(R?) on an orthonormal basis of
compactly supported, bounded wavelets of the form

F@) =" > @+> Y > (Fe (), A7)

jezd ve{0,1}4 i=0 jeZd ve{0,1}4—{0}

where the base functions ¢} ; are orthogonal for different indices (i, j,v) and
are scaled and translated versions of the 2¢ base functions V0.0

Vi) = 2928 o (27 - j).

Such a higher-dimensional wavelet basis can be obtained as tensor products
Yoo = Q" X - X ™ of a given father wavelet ¢ and and mother wavelet
#' in one dimension. See for instance Chapter 8 of [22].

We shall be interested in functions f with support X = [0, 1]%. In view of
the compact support of the wavelets, for each resolution level 7 and vector
v only to the order 2! base elements wﬁj are nonzero on X’; denote the
corresponding set of indices j by J;. Truncating the expansion at the level
of resolution ¢ = I then gives an orthogonal projection on a subspace of

11



dimension k of the order 2/¢. The corresponding kernel is

Ki(my,ma) = Y > g (@)vs (x2) (18)

Jj€Jove{0,1}4

I
YD > Wle)ula).

i=0 jeJ; ve{0,1}4—{0}

Proposition 4.1. For the wavelet kernel with k = k, = 2!% satisfying

kn/n — oo and k,/n® — 0 conditions @, , @, (@, @ and (@ are

satisfied for any measure G on [0, 1]¢ with a Lebesgue density that is bounded
and bounded away from zero and regression functions pa and pg (for some
q > 2) that are bounded and bounded away from zero.

4.2. Fourier basis

Any function f € Lo[—m, 7] can be represented through the Fourier
series f = > ..y fjej, for the functions e;j(z) = €7*/v/27 and the Fourier
coefficients f; = ffﬂ fejdA. The truncated series f;, = Z|j|<k fje; gives the
orthogonal projection of f onto the linear span of the function {e;: |j| < k},
and can be written as Ky f for K the kernel operator with kernel (known
as the Dirichlet kernel)

sin((k + %)(.fl — .’Bg))
2 sin(%(wl — :):2))

Ki(wy,22) = ) ejlan)ej(as) = (19)

i<k

Proposition 4.2. For the Fourier kernel @ with k = ky, satisfying n <
k., < n? conditions (@, (@7(@ are satisfied for any measure G on R with
a bounded Lebesgue density and regression functions pa and pg (for some
q > 2) that are bounded and bounded away from zero.

4.3. Convolution

For a uniformly bounded function ¢:R — R with [ [¢[d\ < oo, and a
positive number o, set

1 — T2

Ko (21,29) = %gb( ):= bo(ar —22). (20)

g

For o | 0 these kernels tend to the diagonal, with square norm of the order
-1
o,

12



Proposition 4.3. For the convolution kernel (@) with o = o, satisfying
n"? <« o, < n~! conditions (@, (@7(@ are satisfied for any measure G
on [0, 1] with a Lebesgue density that is bounded and bounded away from zero
and regression functions pa and pg (for some q > 2) that are bounded and
bounded away from zero.

4.4. Splines

The Schoenberg space S,(T,d) of order r for a given knot sequence
T:tg =0 <t <tg < - <t <1 =t and vector of defects d =
(di,...,d;) € {0,...,r — 1} are the functions f:[0,1] — R whose restric-
tion to each subinterval (¢;,t;11) is a polynomial of degree r — 1 and which
are r — 1 — d; times continuously differentiable in a neighbourhood of each
t;. (Here “0 times continuously differentiable” means “continuous” and “-1
times continuously differentiable” means no restriction.) The Schoenberg
space is a k = r + ), d;-dimensional vector space. Each “augmented knot
sequence”

—tr+1S"‘§t0:0<t1<t2<~~<tl<1:tl+1§~-§tl+r (21)

defines a basis Ni,..., Np of B-splines. These are nonnegative splines with
>_;Nj = 1 such that N; vanishes outside the interval (¢},t},,). Here the

“basic knots” () are defined as the knot sequence (t;), but with each ¢; €
(0,1) repeated d; times. See [23], pages 137, 140 and 145). We assume that
‘ti—l — ti’ < |t_1 — to’ if 4 <0 and ’ti+1 - ti‘ < ‘tlJrl — tl‘ ifi > 1.

The quasi-interpolant operator is a projection Ky: L1[0,1] — S.(T,d)
with the properties

If = Kifllp < Crllf = Sr(T,d)lp,
1Kk llp < Crll flp-

for every 1 < p < 0o and a constant C, depending on r only (see [23], pages
144-147). It follows that the projection K} inherits the good approximation
properties of spline functions, relative to any L,-norm. In particular, it gives
good approximation to smooth functions.

The quasi-interpolant operator K} is a projection onto S,(7',d) (i.e.
K? =K}, and Kif = f for f € S,(T,d)), but not an orthogonal projection.
Because the B-splines form a basis for S,.(7', d), the operator can be written
in the form Ky f = >, ¢;(f)NN; for certain linear functionals c;: L1 [0, 1] — R.
It can be shown that, for any 1 < p < oo,

1
(t,'-t,- _ t/-)l/p ||f1[t; ,t;-JH.] ”p (22)
JTr J

e (N < Cr

13



(23], page 145.) In particular, the functionals ¢; belong to the dual space of
L[0,1] and can be written as ¢;(f) = [ fcj d for (with abuse of notation)
certain functions ¢; € L[0,1]. This yields the representation of Kj as a
kernel operator with kernel

k

Ky (w1,22) = Y Nj(w1)e;(w2). (23)
j=1

Proposition 4.4. Consider a sequence (indexed by 1) of augmented knot

sequences with 171 < té_H — té < I7Y for every 0 < i < 1 and splines
with fized defects d; = d. For the corresponding (symmetrized) spline kernel

with | = 1, conditions (@, (@, @, @, (@ and (@) are satisfied

if In/n — oo and l,/n? — 0 for any measure G on [0,1] with a Lebesgue
density that is bounded and bounded away from zero and regression functions
w2 and g (for some g > 2) that are bounded and bounded away from zero.

5. Proof of Theorem [2.1]

For M,, the cardinality of the partition X = U, X}, p, let Ny 1, ..., N,
be the numbers of X, falling in the partitioning sets, i.e.

In, =m if X, € X,
Npm =#(1 <r <n:l,, =m).

The vector N,, = (Np1,...,Np ) is multinomially distributed with pa-
rameters n and vector of success probabilities p, = (pn1,.-.,Pn,M,) given
by

Pnm = G(Xn,m)
Given the vector I, = (In1,...,Inn) the vectors (X1,Y1),...,(X,,Y,) are
independent with distributions determined by

X, has distribution G, 1, . given by dGy 1, , = 1x,, dG/png,, (24)
Y, has the same conditional distribution given X, as before. (25)

We define U-statistics V;, by restricting the kernel K, to the set U, X}, X
Xnm, as follows:

Vn - Z Z Kn(XT’ XS)}/;‘}/SI(X’NXS)GUMXn,mXXn,m ° (26)

1
n(n B 1) 1<r#s<n

14



The proof of Theorem consists of three elements. We show that the
difference between U, and V,, is asymptotically negligible due to the fact
that the kernels shrink to the diagonal, we show that the statistics V,, are
conditionally asymptotically normal given the vector of bin indicators I,,,
and we show that the conditional and unconditional means and variances of
V,, are asymptotically equivalent. These three elements are expressed in the
following four lemmas, which should be understood all implicitly to assume
the conditions of Theorem 2.1l

Lemma 5.1. var(U,, — V,,)/varU,, — 0.

Lemma 5.2. sup,|P((V,, — E(Vy| 1))/ sd(Va| 1) < 2| I,) — @(z)| £ 0.
Lemma 5.3. (EV,, —E(V,|1,))/sdV, & 0.

Lemma 5.4. var(V,|I,)/varV, & 1.

5.1. Proof of Theorem [2.]]

By Lemmasandthe sequence ((Up—EU,)—(Vo—E(V,|1,,))/sd V,
tends to zero in probability. Because conditional and unconditional conver-
gence in probability to a constant is the same, we see that it suffices to show
that (V;, — E(Vp| I,))/ sd V;, converges conditionally given I, to the normal
distribution, in probability. This follows from Lemmas [5.4] and

The variance of U, is computed in in Section By the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality (cf. ),

(Konpts )8 < MEnplE e < 1K1l
I(Enp) izl E < lp2llool | EKnpllE < llzlloo | Knll®lllZ:

Because p9 is bounded by assumption and the norms || K,|| are bounded in
n by assumption , the right sides are bounded in n. In view of it
follows that the first two terms in the final expression for the variance are
of lower order than the third, whence

2k,

var Un ~ F (27)

5.2. Moments of U-statistics

To compute or estimate moments of U,, we employ the Hoeffding decom-
position (e.g. [24], Sections 11.4 and 12.1) U,, = EU,, + vl + UP of U,

15



given by

n

UM =23 (Kopu(X,)Y, — EU,), (28)

UP = ook T% [Kn(XT,XS)Y,,YS — Kap(X,)Y, — Kop(Xs)Ys + EU, |
1<r#s<n

The variables Uél) and UT(L2) are uncorrelated, and so are all the variables in

the single and double sums defining U,(Ll) and U7(12). It follows that

var U,, = %Var (Kn,u(Xl)Yl) (29)
+ n(f_l) var (K (X1, X2)YiYa — Knpt(X1)Y — Knjt( X2)Ya)
= [% - n(n4—1)} var (K, pu(X1)Y1) + n(n2_1)var(Kn(X1,X2)Y1Y2)
A(n — 2) 2) +2 2%k,

4(n —
= m”(f{nu)\/ﬁﬂ% - W@ﬂz%ﬂ% + nln—1)

See equation for the definition of k,.
There is no similarly simple expression for higher moments of a U-
statistic, but the following useful bound is (essentially) established in [25].

Lemma 5.5 (Giné, Latala, Zinn). For any q > 2 there exists a constant C,
such that for any i.i.d. random wvariables X1,..., X, and degenerate sym-
metric kernel K,

Eyn(nl_l) S Y KX, X)

1<r#s<n

q

/2
< Oy (EK2(X1,X2))q V3B K (X, X))
< anin‘K(Xl,Xg)‘q.

Proof. The second inequality is immediate from the fact that the Lo-norm
is bounded above by the L,-norm, and 3¢/2 —1 > ¢, for ¢ > 2. For the first
inequality we use (3.3) in [25] (and decoupling as explained in Section 2.5
of that paper) to see that the left side of the lemma is bounded above by a
multiple of

/2
et (B 0X) ) SRR (X0, X)) X))
Vn? 2 E|K (X, X2)|7.

16



Because Lg-norms are increasing in ¢, the second term on the right is
bounded above by n~3/2t1E|K (X, X3)|?, which is also a bound on the
third term, as n2 24 < n=39/2t1 for ¢ > 2. u

We can apply the preceding inequality to the degenerate part of the
Hoeffding decomposition of U, and combine it with the Marcinkiewicz-
Zygmund inequality to obtain a bound on the moments of U,.

Corollary 5.1. For any q > 2 there exists a constant Cy such that for the
U -statistic given by and (@,

BU)" < Cyn™ [ 1Kl g dG.
(2) - 2 a2
EUP| < Cyn Q( K2 jiy x 12 dG x G)
V Cyn34/H / |Kn|? p1g % p1q dG x G.

Proof. The first inequality follows from the Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund in-
equality and the fact that E|Z — EZ|? < 29E|Z|4, for any random variable
Z. To obtain the second we apply Lemmato UT(LQ), which is a degenerate
U-statistic with kernel K, (X1, X2)Y1Ye—11,, (X1, X2, Y1, Y2), for I1,, the sum
of the conditional expectations of K, (X7, X2)Y1Y> relative to (X3,Y7) and
(X2,Y2) minus EU,,. Because (conditional) expectation is a contraction for
the Lgnorm (E|E(Z]A)|" < E|Z|? for any random variable Z and condi-
tioning o-field A), we can bound the Ls- and Ls-norms of the degenerate
kernel, appearing in the bound obtained from Lemma by a constant
(depending on ¢) times the Lo- of Lg-norm of the kernel K, (X1, X2)Y1Y5.

5.8. Proof of Lemmal.1

The statistic U, — V,, is a U-statistic of the same type as U, except that
the kernel K, is replaced by K, (1 — 1x,) for X, = Up (X m X Xy m). The
variance of U, — V,, is given by formula , but with K,, replaced by the
kernel operator with kernel K,, , = K,(1 — 1x,). The corresponding kernel

17



operator is Kpnf = Knf — >, Kn(flx,,,)1x, .., and hence

2

< NEKnfllE + D I1Kn(flx,,) &
m

< NElPIANE + D 1l Pl L llE < 21ElPIFIIZ
m

It follows that the operator norms ||Kj, ,||2 of the operators K, ,, are uni-
formly bounded in n (cf. equation for the operators K,). Applying
decomposition to the kernel K, , we see that var(U, — V;,) = O(n™1) +
2kn7n/n2, where ky, 5, is the Lo(G x G)-norm k,, 5, of the kernel K, ,, weighted
by po X pg2, as in but with K, replaced by K, ,. By assumption @ the
norm ky, ,, is negligible relative to the same norm (denoted k,,) of the original
kernel. Because the variance of U, is asymptotically equivalent to 2k, /n?
and k,/n — oo, this proves the claim.

5.4. Proof of Lemma

The variable V;, can be written as the sum V,, ="V}, ,,,, for

1
Vam = nin—1) ZZ Kn(Xo, X6)YrYs1 (X, X0)€X0.m x X (30)
1<r#s<n

Given the vector of bin-indicators I,, the observations (X,,Y;) are indepen-
dently generated from the conditional distributions in which X, is condi-
tioned to fall in bin X, ., as given in —. Because each variable
Vom depends only on the observations (X,,Y;) for which X, falls in bin
X m, the variables V;, 1,...,V, v, are conditionally independent. The con-
ditional asymptotic normality of V,, given I,, can therefore be established by
a central limit theorem for independent variables.

The variable V}, ,, is equal to Ny (Npm — 1)/(n(n — 1)) times a U-
statistic of the type , based on N, ., observations (X,,Y;) from the con-
ditional distribution where X, is conditioned to fall in &), ,,. The corre-
sponding kernel operator is given by

Kaand ()= [ Kl 00001t 1) S
_ K(flx,,.)(x)lx,,,(z) | an
Pnm

18



We can decompose each V,, ,, into its Hoeffding decomposition V,,,, =
E(Viml|In) + Vrfl% + Vn(z% relative to the conditional distribution given I,,.

We shall show that O
|2 Vol P
El=——|I, 0. 32
<sd(V 1 1,) &) = (32)

To prove Lemmait then suffices to show that the sequence ) Vf% sd(Vi,| I,)
converges conditionally given I,, weakly to the standard normal distribution,
in probability. By Lyapounov’s theorem, this follows from, for some ¢ > 2,

SR E(Viimld L) p
sd(V,| I,)4 -0 (33)

By Lemma the conditional standard deviation sd(V;,|I,) is asymptoti-
cally equivalent in probability to the unconditional standard deviation, and
by Lemma this is equivalent to sd Uy, which is equivalent to \/2k,/n?2.
Thus in both and the conditional standard deviation in the de-

nominator may be replaced by +/2k, /n?.
In view of the first assertion of Corollary

Nnm_ K ]‘nm
|In)<0< ( nm/ MX
( _1 pnm

e

n,m

var (V{1

n,m

w2 lx, ,,

By Lemma (below, note that (npnm)? < (Mpnm)? in view of @) the

~

expectation of the right side is bounded above by a constant times

(npn,m)?
n*(n — 1)*p;

n,m

1
12l 1 En (1L, )1 < — N2 lloo 1Bl 1141 2 I

In view of the sum over m of this expression is bounded above by a
multiple of 1/n, which is o(k,/n?) by assumption ([5). Because E(Vn | I,) =
0, this concludes the proof of .

In view of the second assertion of Corollary

Bl < ¢, (DN =Ly

n(n —1)
- dG x G\4/?
Prm
_ dG x G
v Nn,?nq/2+1 / |Kn|q IU/q X /“[/q 1Xn,m><Xn,m 2 .
Prm
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By Lemma the expectation of the right side is bounded above by a
constant times

(npn,m)q
nd(n — 1)9p} m
(npn m)q/
ni(n —1)p3

(/ K2 iy x g L, e, dG % G)q/2
[ [ 15l 0% 14 1, 06 G
With o m(q) = [[ 1 Knl? pg X f1g L, x X0 dG X G it follows that
E|Viion nm (2)\9/2 Prm 9271 o (q)
Z (k202 ~ < ) +zm:(ﬁ> TR
(P ) S )

m

The right side tends to zero by assumptions @, @ and . This concludes
the proof of .

5.5. Proof of Lemma

Only pairs (X, X;) that fall in one of the sets X, ,, x X}, contribute
to the double sum that defines V;,. Given I,, there are Ny, 1, (Nym — 1)
pairs that fall in A}, ,, and the distribution of the corresponding vectors
(Xr,Y:), (X5, Ys) is determined as in —. From this it follows that

deG
(V|I ZNnm nm_ //Kn:uxiulxnmx-)(nm

pnm

Defining the numbers oy, m = [ [ K, p1x p1 1Xn,mxXn,m dG x G, we infer that

E(V,|I,) — EV, = Z( -1 _ 1)an7m.

7’L - 1)pnm

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the numbers o, ., satisfy

lctnan| < | En(pla, ) l6llnla, e < [ Kalllplx, . 0E S 1EnllllZopnm.

In particular > |anm| < 1. In view of (3) the numbers s2 given in
(below) are of the order M,,/n%+1/n. Lemma (below) therefore implies
that the right side of the second last display is of the order Op(y/M,/n +
1/y/n) = O(1/y/n), because (9) implies that M, < n. By assumption (f)
this is smaller than \/k, /n?, which is of the same order as sd V,,.
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5.6. Proof of Lemma
By applied to the variables V;, ,,, defined in ,

var(Vy,| I,) Zvar Vam! In)

=3 (P ))2[Njif’;g;f)l)H(Kn,mmmu%n,m

n(n —
K ) + : )
Nn,m(Nn,m - 1)< mmf M>Gn’m Nn,m(Nn,m - 1)

where the operator K, ,, is given in , the distribution G, , is defined

in , and

kn,m - / KT2L M2 X 2 1Xn»m><X"!m

dG x G apm(2)
Prm p%,m ‘

We can split this into three terms. By Lemma the expected value of the
first term is bounded by a multiple of

(npn,m)? 1
Sl < —| PN [ S O Nl 1K
;nz( T 42| oo | K (1 )1 < 2l 12| -

Similarly the expected value of the absolute value of the second term is
bounded by a multiple of

Z—(”p"m)3 (K (ul 1 <Z
— nQ(n—l) n/fLXnm ,U'Xnm

pnm

wllG

< ;”KHH2||HHgoHMH2G'

These two terms divided by k,/n? tend to zero, by .

By Lemma and we have that varV,, ~ 2k,/n(n — 1), which
in term is asymptotically equivalent to 23" anm(2)/n(n — 1), by (6). It
follows that

m(Npm — 1) k, kn,
knm _27 5
n2(n71) ’ n(n—1) +0(n2>

N 22( n(n—1 pn_ml) B 1) S(T;m—(?) + 0(%)'

Here the coefficients a, 1, (2)/k, satisfy the conditions imposed on ay, , in
Corollary in view of (@ and . Therefore this corollary shows that
the expression on the right is op(k;,/n?).

var(V,| I,,) — var V, —ZZ
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5.7. Auziliary lemmas on multinomial variables
Lemma 5.6. Let N be binomially distributed with parameters (n,p). For
anyr > 2 there exists a constant Cy such that EN"1y>9 < Cr((np)"V (np)?).

Proof. For r = r+ 6§ with r an integer and 0 < § < 1 there exists a constant
C, with N"1 >3 < C.N°N(N —1)--- (N —r+1)+C,N'N(N —1) for every
N. Hence

EN"1ys2 < C; Zn:k5<k(k — 1) (k=4 1)+ k(- 1)) (Z)pk(l —p)
k=2

= o ((np)"EN + (np)*ENG),

for Ny and Ns binomially distributed with parameters n —r and p and n — 2
and p, respectively. By Jensen’s inequality EN ]‘5 < (EN. j)5, which is bounded
above by (np)°, yielding the upper bound C;((np)" + (np)?*?). If np < 1,
then this is bounded above by 2C,(np)? and otherwise by 2C,(np)". =

The next result is a law of large numbers for a quadratic form in multi-
nomial vectors of increasing dimension. The proof is based on a comparison
of multinomial variables to Poisson variables along the lines of the proof of
a central limit theorem in [I7].

Lemma 5.7. For eachn let N, be multinomially distributed with parameters
(N, Pty - s Pn,M,,) With MaXy, Ppm — 0 asn — 0o and lim inf, o n miny, py, m >
0. For given numbers oy, let

z ,,LQZ

(O‘”m Zan m) : (34)

pnm

Then

S onn (7 ni%;;gm” “1) = On (s S geel)

Proof. Because >, anm((n—1)/n—1) =3, anm(—1/n), it suffices to
prove the statement of the lemma with n(n — 1) replaced by n?. Using the
fact that > = N, . = n we can rewrite the resulting quadratic form as, with

Anm = NPn,m,
Zanm( nm_ ) \[Zanm nva”m)
p2m Anim |
22 R (2 = SR R ),
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for Cy and Cs the Poisson-Charlier polynomials of degrees 1 and 2, given by

xr—A x—1) — 2z + A2
VA V2A '

Together with z — Cy(x) = 1 the functions z — Ci(x, \) and x — Ca(z, \)
are the polynomials 1,z,2? orthonormalized for the Poisson distribution
with mean A\ by the Gramm-Schmidt procedure. For X = (X1,...,Xu,,)
let

Ci(z,\) = Os(z,\) = z(

To(X) =S 22 0 (X, Ann)

)\n,m

S

Thus up to a factor v/2 the statistic 75, (N,,) is the quadratic form of interest.

If the variables Ny, 1, ..., Ny a,, were independent Poisson variables with
mean values A, ,, then the mean of T;,(NN,,) would be zero and the variance
would be given by s2 /2, and hence in that case T,,(N,,) = Op(s,). We shall
now show that the difference between multinomial and Poisson variables is
of the order Y |an m|/v/n.

To make the link between multinomial and Poisson variables, let n be a
Poisson variable with mean n and given 7 = k let N, = (le, . 7Nn,Mn)
be multinomially distributed with parameters k& and p, = (pn.1,- -, Pn.M, )-
The original multinomial vector N,, is then equal in distribution to N,, given
i = n. Furthermore, the vector N,, is unconditionally Poisson distributed
as in the preceding paragraph, whence, for any M, — oo,

P(|Tu(Ny)| > Mysy,) — 0.
The left side is bigger than

> P(ITu(Na)| > Mysu| 7 = k)P(ii = k)
k:|k—n|<y/n

> min  P(|T(Np(k))| > Mpsy,)P(|n —n| < v/n),

> i P(T(Nu(k)] > Mus,)P (i~ nl < Vi)
where the vector N, (k) is multinomial with parameters k and p,. Because
the sequence (7 —n)/+/n tends to a standard normal distribution as n — oo,
the probability P(|2—n| < \/n) tends to the positive constant ®(1)—®(—1).
We conclude that the sequence of minima on the right tends to zero. The
probability of interest is the term with £ = n in the minimum. Therefore
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the proof is complete once we show that the minimum and maximum of the
terms are comparable.

To compare the terms with different £ we couple the multinomial vectors
N, (k) on a single probability space. For given k < k/ we construct these
vectors such that N, (k') = N, (k) + N, (k' — k) for N (k' — k) a multinomial
vector with parameters k' —k and p,, independent of N,,(k). For any numbers
N and N’ we have that Co(N +N’,X) = Co(N, A) = ((N')?+2NN'—N'(1+
2X))/(V2X). Therefore,

E‘Z Oénmc,2 (k}/), >\m7n) _ anmCQ( nm(k)’ Am,n)

>\TL’ITL >\nm

)2+ 2N, 1y (K= B) Ny (k) = N,y (K= ) (142X ) |

\anm\ E[N;, 7
Z \/i)\n,m

For |[k' —n| < /n and |k — n| < y/n the binomial variable N, ,,,(k" — k)
has first and second moment bounded by a multiple of \/npy, ,, and npfhm.
From this the right side of the display can be seen to be of the order
S [nm|O(n™Y2): = p,,. Similarly, we have C1(N + N’,\) — C1(N,\) =
N'/v/X and

E’; m(i:ﬁ:z N Zm;‘n,m) (Cl(Nn,m(k/)a Anym) — C1(Nnm (K), )‘n,m)) ‘

can be seen to be of the order ) |an.m/Anm — Y. Onm/1|/1Pr,m, which
is also of the order p,.

We infer from this that E|T,(Ny(k)) — n))| = O(py), uniformly
in |k — n| < y/n, and therefore

(Nu(m)] > M50+ o)
< P(|T5(Ny (k)| > Mysy) 4+ P(|T(Nn(n)) — Tr(Ny(k))| > Mypr)
< P(ITa(Nalk))| > Masn) +o(1),

P(IT,

uniformly in |k — n| < /n, for every M,, — oo, by Markov’s inequality. In
the preceding paragraph it was seen that the minimum of the right side over
k with |k —n| < y/n tends to zero for any M,, — oo. Hence so does the left
side. m

Under the additional condition that

2
1 Opm Pnm (Cnm
— max|-——— + g Qn,m 0,
Sp M [N DPnm

Pn,m
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it follows from Corollary 4.1 in [I7] that the sequence s, ! times the quadratic
form in the preceding lemma tends in distribution to the standard normal
distribution. Thus in this case the order claimed by the lemma is sharp as
soon as 1 /2 3" |y, ;| is not bigger than s,,.

Corollary 5.2. For each n let N, be multinomially distributed with pa-
rameters (n, .1, - ., Pn,M, ) with iminf, . nming, pym > 0. If ap ., are
numbers with Y, | m| = O(1) and maxy, |y m| — 0 as n — oo, then

N, Noym — 1
Zan,m< nom mm_ ) _ 1) L)
m n(n - 1)pn,m

Proof. Since npy, m 2 1 by assumption the numbers s,, defined in satisfy

2 2
(0% (07
223 Tum g3 Tm <52
m npn,m m npn,m m

The corollary is a consequence of Lemma .

6. Proofs for Section [3]

Proof of Corollary[3.1. We consider the distribution of T,, conditionally given
the observations used to construct the initial estimators b, and Jn. By pass-
ing to subsequences of n, we may assume that these sequences converge
almost surely to b and g relative to the uniform norm. In the proof of dis-
tributional convergence the initial estimators by, and gn may therefore be
understood to be deterministic sequences that converge to limits b and g.

The estimator is a sum 1,, = T7(L1) + T, 722) of a linear and quadratic
part. The (conditional) variance of the linear term 7Y is of the order 1 /n,
which is of smaller order than &, /n?. It follows that (7, D _ ETT(LI)) /(VEn/n)
tends to zero in probability.

To study the quadratic part Téz) we apply Theorem with the kernel
K, of the theorem taken equal to the present K}, 5 and the Y, of the
theorem taken equal to the present Y, — Bn(XT). For given functions b; and
g1, set

pig(01)(x) = E([Y1 — bi(X1)|? X1 = ) = E(|e1r + (b— b1)(x)|?] X1 = x),

blbrogn) = [ [ ua(br) x a00) K, 5, (G 6.
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A~

The function p4(b,) converges uniformly to the function p,(b), which is
uniformly bounded by assumption, for ¢ = 1, ¢ = 2 and some ¢ > 2.

Furthermore Ky, 5, = Kj, g\/9 X 9/Gn X gn, where the function g x g/gn x
Jn, converges uniformly to one. Therefore, the conditions of Theorem (for

the case that the observations are non-i.i.d.; cf. the remark following the
theorem) are satisfied by Theorem or Hence the sequence (TT(LQ) —

ET, T(LQ)) / \/E /n? tends to a standard normal distribution, for k, = k:n(l;n, Jn)-
From the conditions on the initial estimators it follows that %, [kn(b,g) — 1.
Here ky (b, g) is of the order the dimension k,, of the kernel.

Let T,,(b1, g1) be as T,, but with the initial estimators b, and Jn replaced
by b1 and g1. Its expectation is given by

e(b1,91) = Ep T (b1, 91)
—:/ﬁdG+/éh@—bﬂﬂ?+//w—bQx@—bﬁK%dexG.

In particular e(b,g) = [ b2 dG. Using the fact that Ky, 4 is an orthogonal
projection in La(G) we can write

e(b1,g1) —e(b, g) = —/(b1 —b)2dG + //(b —by) % (b—b1) Ky, 4, dG x G
= —||(I = Kp,0) (b1 — D)2 55)
+ //(b— bl) X (b — bl) (Kkmgl — Kkn,g) dG % G.

By the definition of K}, , the absolute value of the first term on the right
can be bounded as

Hw—bg—hn(

2

)HQG = H(b—bﬂﬂ—lin (61,...,ek)H .

A

@ e
T

By assumption b is S-Holder and g is -Holder for some v > 8 and bounded
away from zero. Then b,/g is B-Holder and hence its uniform distance to
lin (ey, ..., ex) is of the order (1/k)#. If the norm of b, in C[0,1] is bounded,
then we can apply the same argument to the functions Bn\/@ uniformly in
n, and conclude that the expression in the display with by, instead of by is
bounded above by Op(1/k,)?’. If the projection is on the Haar basis and
by, is contained in lin (e1,...,ek,), then the approximation error can be seen
to be of the same order, from the fact that the product of two projections
on the Haar basis is itself a projection on this basis.
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For h = (\/g — \/9,)/+/991 we can write

:h@ﬂ( +h@g(

1 B 1 1 ) 1 )
Voar(@n)yvai(z2)  g(@)y/g(z) g1(z2) g(w1)

If multiplied by a symmetric function in (x1, x2) and integrated with respect
to G x GG, the arguments x1 and x5 in the second term can be exchanged.
The second term on the right in can therefore be written

<Kkn,)\((b —b1)h), (b— )(\/» + f)>

S [ Kk 2 (b= 1) kamnb—bmgg
N H(b - bl)hHG,3/2Hb —b

23

Here || - ||g,3 is the L3(G)-norm, we use the fact that Lo-projection on a
wavelet basis decreases L,-norms for p = 3/2 up to constants, and the
multiplicative constants depend on uniform upper and lower bounds on the
functions g; and g. We evaluate this expression for b; = b, and g1 = Jn,
and see that it is of the order O(||b - b||3]|gn qlls)-

Finally we note that E, gln = e(bn,gn) and combine the preceding
bounds. =

7. Appendix: proofs for Section

Lemma 7.1. The kernel of an orthogonal projection on a k-dimensional
space has operator norm || Kg|l2 = 1, and square Lo(GXG)-norm [ [ K% d(Gx
G)=k.

Proof. The operator norm is one, because an orthogonal projection decreases
norm and acts as the identity on its range. It can be verified that the kernel
of a kernel operator is uniquely defined by the operator. Hence the kernel
of a projection on a k-dimensional space can be written in the form ,
from which the Ls-norm can be computed. =

Proof of Proposition[4.1]. We can reexpress the wavelet expansion to
start from level I as

=3 > (fui (e Z Yo (L y(a).

JEZY ve{0,1}4 1=I+1 jezd ve{0,1}4—{0}
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The projection kernel Kj, sets the coefficients in the second sum equal to
zero, and hence can also be expressed as

Kk(xhxz)zz Z V7 (x)Y] j(22).

Je€Jrve{0,1}4

The double integral of the square of this function over R?? is equal to the
number of terms in the double sum (cf. and the remarks following it),
which is O(279). The support of only a small fraction of functions in the
double sum intersects the boundary of X. Because also the density of G and
the function uo are bounded above and below, it follows that the weighted
double integral k, of K ,3 relative to G as in is also of the exact order
O(21%).

Each function (z1,22) — ¥ ;(z1)¢¥] ;(z2) has uniform norm bounded
above by 2/ times the uniform norm of the base wavelet of which it is a
shift and dilation. A given point (x1,x2) belongs to the support of fewer
than C¢ of these functions, for a constant C; that depends on the shape of
the support of the wavelets. Therefore, the uniform norm of the kernel K
is of the order k,.

By assumption each function YT ;18 supported within a set of the form
271(C + j) for a given cube C that depends on the type of wavelet, for
any v. It follows that the function (21,z2) — 7 ;(21)¢¥] ;(z2) vanishes
outside the cube 271(C + j) x 271(C + j). There are O(2?) of these cubes
that intersect X x X’; these intersect the diagonal of X x X', but may be
overlapping. We choose the sets &, ,, to be blocks (cubes) of 14 adjacent
cubes 271(C + j), giving M,, = O(k, /1) sets X, m. [In the case d = 1,
the “cubes” are intervals and they can be ordered linearly; the meaning of
“adjacent” is then clear. For d > 1 cubes are “adjacent” in d directions. We
stack [,, cubes 27/ (C + 7) in each direction, giving cubes Xym of sides with
lengths ,, times the length of a cube 277 (C + 7).]

Because the kernels are bounded by a multiple of k,, condition ((10J
is implied by , in view of Lemma The latter condition reduces to
M, 'k/n — 0, the probabilities G(X,, ) being of the order 1/M,,.

The set of cubes 27/(C + j) that intersects more than one set X,
is of the order Mé/d }L_l/d. To see this picture the set X as a supercube
consisting of the M cubes &), ,,, stacked together in a MY x ..o x pMA/d
pattern. For each coordinate ¢ = 1,...,d the stack of cubes X can be
sliced in M'/¢ layers each consisting of (M'/4)4=1 cubes Xyn.n, which are

ln(l<:,1/d)d_1 = l,‘i(Mi/d)d_l cubes 277(C + j). The union of the boundaries
of all slices (i =1,...,d and Mé/ 4 glices for each i) contains the union of the
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Figure 2: The support cubes of the wavelets and the bigger cubes Xp m X X m.

boundaries of the sets X}, ,,. The boundary between two particular slices

is intersected by at most Cg(k:}/ d)d_1 cubes 271(C + j), for a constant Cy
depending on the amount of overlap between the cubes. Thus in total of the
order dMylL/ d(kzrl/ d)d_1 cubes intersect some boundary.

If Ky(z1,22) # 0, then there exists j and v with 7 ;(z1)¢7 ;(22) # 0,
which implies that there exists j such that x1,zo € 271(C + j). If the
cube 271(C + j) is contained in some X, then (21,72) € Xnm X Xpm-
In the other case 271(C + j) intersects the boundary of some X, . It
follows that the set of (z1,x2) in the complement of Uy, X, X &y where
K (21,21) # 0 is contained in the union U of all cubes 27/(C + j) that
intersect the boundary of some X, ,,. The integral of K,% over this set
satisfies

s (1) ()

Here we use that G(277(C + j)) < 1/ky. This completes the verification of

@ By the spatial homogeneity of the wavelet basis, the contributions of the
sets X, m X X m to the integral of K,f are comparable in magnitude. Hence
condition is satisfied for any M,, — oc.

In order to satisfy conditions and @D we must choose M,, — oo
with M,, < n. This is compatible with choices such that M, /k, — 0 and
Mn_ 1k / n—0 =m

Proof of Proposition[{.9 Because K}, is an orthogonal projection on a (2k+
1)-dimensional space, Lemma gives that the operator norm satisfies
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|Kk|| = 1 and that the numbers &, as in but with pe = 1 are equal
to [ [ KZd\d\ =2k + 1.
By the change of variables x1 — x9 = u, 1 + 22 = v we find, for any
, and Ky (21, 22) = Dy(z1 — 22),

2m p2m—u
/ / 1|:C1 x2‘>EKk(x1ax2 d.’I,'l de _2/ / Dk dvdu
—m) —7

=2 Dk( ) (27 — u) du.
&
By the symmetry of the Dirichlet kernel about 7 we can rewrite f:ﬂ D3 (u)(2m—
u)du as [ Di(u)udu. Splitting the integral on the right side of the pre-
ceding display over the intervals (e, 7] and (m, 27|, and rewriting the second
integral, we see that the preceding display is equal to

™ s ™ €
2/ D3 (u)(2m—u) du+2/ D3 (u)u du :477/ D3 (u) du—l—Z/ D3 (u)u du.
€ 0 € 0

For £ = 0 this expression is equal to the square Ls-norm of the kernel Ky,
which shows that 47 [ D7 (u) du = 2k + 1. On the interval (¢, ) the kernel
Dy, is bounded above by (27r sin(%s))fl. Therefore, the preceding display is
bounded above by

4 1

™ 3
— du+2s/ Di(u)du < —5—+— +¢k.
(2 sin(%s))2 /5 o * sin?(3¢)

We conclude that, for small € > 0,

1
2]{:—1—1 / / lz1— $2\>6Kk(1‘1a$2) dxq dzs N5+7k

This tends to zero as k — co whenever € = ¢, | 0 such that e > 1/Vk.

We choose a partition (—m, 7] = UpX, ,m in M, = 27/ intervals of
length § for § — 0 with 6 > ¢ and ¢ satisfying the conditions of the pre-
ceding paragraph. Then the complement of U, &), », X &, is contained in
{(z1,72): |1 — x2| > €} except for a set of 2(M,, — 1) triangles, as indicated
in Figure [7l In order to verify @ it suffices to show that (2k +1)~! times
the integral of K,% over the union of the triangles is negligible. Each triangle
has sides of length of the order €, whence, for a typical triangle A, by the
change of variables x1 — xo = u, 9 = v, and an interval I of length of the
order ¢,

€
/ K,g(xl,:cg)da:ldaafj// D?(u)dudv < e(2k + 1).
1Jo
A
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Figure 3: The triangles used in the proofs of Theorems [£:2] and [£.3] and the sets X, m x
Xnym.-

Hence (6]) is satisfied if 2(M,, — 1)e = 0, i.e. £ < 6.

Because [, [y K} d(A x \) is independent of m, (7)) is satisfied as
soon as the number of sets in the partitions tends to infinity.

Because 0 < K < 2k + 1, condition is implied by , which is
satisfied if 0 < n/k.

The desired choices 1/vVk < ¢ < § < n/k are compatible, as by as-
sumption k/n? — 0. =

Proof of Proposition[4.3 Without loss of generality we can assume that
[ || dX = 1. By a change of variables

/K2 (G x Q) /¢2 / (z — ov)g(x) dx dv.

Here | [ g(z — ov)g(z) dz| < ||g|« and, as o | 0,

‘/ x — ov) d:c—/ dx‘<”g”oo/|gx—av }dx—)O

for every fixed v, by the Li-continuity theorem. We conclude by the domi-
nated convergence theorem that o [ K2d(GxG) — [ ¢g*d\ [ $* d)\. Because
o is bounded away from 0 and oo, the numbers k,, defined in are of the
exact order o~ L.
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By another change of variables, followed by an application of the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality, for any f € Lo(G),

Jwappac = [( [ o) - ov)dv)”aci
<l [ [ 1l@)o)a - ov)dodz = g% [ gdr

Therefore, the operator norms of the operators K, are uniformly bounded
in o > 0.

We choose a partition R = U, X}, ,,, consisting of two infinite intervals
(—o0, —a] and (a,00) and a regular partition of the interval (—a,a] in such
a way that every partitioning set satisfies G(&}, ) < 6. We can achieve this
with a partition in M,, = O(1/9) sets.

Because | K, | is bounded by a multiple of 0~1, condition is implied
by (1)), which takes the form §/(on) — 0, in view of Lemma

For an arbitrary partitioning set &, ,,,

U/Xn,m o K2d(G x G) < /Xn,m /¢2(U)g(x — ov)g(z) dv dz

< 19l / $2(0) dv G(X, ).

It follows that is satisfied as soon as § — 0.
Finally, we verify condition @ in two steps. First, for any € | 0, by the
change of variables x1 — 22 = v, 22 = z,

- // K2d(G % G) = // 62(0) g(x — ov)g(x) da dv

|z1—22|>e lv|>e/o
<lgle [ )do,
|v|>e/o

This converges to zero as ¢ — 0 for any € = ¢, > 0 with € > o. Sec-
ond, for ¢ < 0 the complement of the set U, X, ., X &j py is contained in
{(z1,x2): |1 — 22| > €} except for a set of 2(M,, — 1) triangles, as indicated
in Figure|7l In order to verify @ it suffices to show that o times the integral
of K2 over the union of the triangles is negligible. Each triangle has sides
of length of the order &, whence, for a typical triangle A, with projection I
on the xq-axis,

o /A [ w2acxa) < [ /lm/a (o) gla—ov)gla) dvds < elgl [ 80 do
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The total contribution of all triangles is 2(M,, — 1) times this expression.
Hence (6] is satisfied if 2(M,, — 1)e = 0, i.e. £ < 6.

The preceding requirements can be summarized as ¢ < ¢ € § < on,
and are compatible. m

Proof of Proposition[{.4 Inequality implies that ¢;(f) = 0 for every f
that vanishes outside the interval (t;, t;» +r), whence the representing function
gj is supported on this interval. It follows that the function (x,z2) —
Nj(z1)cj(x2) vanishes outside the square [t}, %, ] x [}, ,,], which has area
of the order [~2. We form a partition (0,1] = Uy, Xy m by selecting subsets
0=sh <s < - < san = 1 of the basic knot sequences such that
Mt < st —sb S Mt for every i and define X, = (s),_;,sl,]. The
numbers M, are chosen integers much smaller than [,,, and we may set
sk = tép for p = |1,,/M,].

Because K, is a projection on S, (7', d) and the function z1 — Ky(x1,x2)
is contained in S, (T, d) for every xs, it follows that [ Ky (21, z2) Kk (21, 22) dzg =

Ky(z2,22) for every x9, and hence

/ Kk($1,$2)2 da:l de = /Kk(ml,afl) Cl)\(.’L'l)

= [N =Y () = Y 1=k

because the identities N; = K, N; = Zj ¢;(N;)N; imply that ¢;(N;) = 0;5
by the linear independence of the B-splines. Because the density of G and
the function pe are bounded above and below the Lo(G x G)-norm ky, as in
is of the same order as the dimension k, = r + [,d of the spline space.

Inequality implies that the norm of the linear map c¢;, which is the
infinity norm ||¢j||~ of the representing function, is bounded above by a
constant times (¢}, — t;)_l, which is of the order k,. Therefore,

1
// K2 (p2 x p2) d(G x G)
K J S (Ui o X )

1
S/ . k?z ||/~L2”go A(U(t;ﬁt;‘+r] X (t97t3'+r] - U(sm—la Sm] X (Sm—lpsm]>-

Vi m

The set in the right side is the union of M,, cubes of areas not bigger than the

area of the sets (t7,1,, ] x (t},%},,], which is bounded above by a constant

times k,, 2. (See Figure ) The preceding display is therefore bounded above
by

1
ﬁ .

n

1

k2 2 Mn

33



For

M,,/k, — 0 this tends to zero. This completes the verification of @
The verification of the other conditions follows the same lines as in the

case of the wavelet basis. =
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